The Language
Shina, pronounced locally as /ʃinãã/ or /ʃiɳãã/ is the language of the people scattered over a vast mountainous region stretching from northern areas of Jammu and Kashmir in the east through the territories in Northwest Province of Pakistan into the northeastern parts of Afghanistan. According to Kohistani and Schmidt (2006, p. 137 ) the Shina speaking areas under the administration of Pakistan include Gilgit, lower Hunza, Tangir-Darel, Astor and Chilas valleys and areas in Indus Kohistan, while India administers the Shina speaking areas in the Neelam (Kishenganga) drainage, the Gurez and Tiliel valleys, the Drass plain and Ladakh. More specifically, Shina is spoken in Gurez valley of District Bandipora of Kashmir Division and Drass Area of Kargil Dis-"there is not a single common feature distinguishing Dardic, as a whole, from the rest of the IA languages … Dardic is simply a convenient term to denote a bundle of aberrant IA hill languages, which in their relative isolation have been in a varying degree sheltered against the expanding influence of IA midland (Madhyadesha) innovations being left free to develop on their own" (Morgenstierne 1961 , p. 139, cited in Petersen, 2006 ).
Grierson's use of the term Dardic as an umbrella term for the languages spoken in the mountainous belt spanning from Kashmir to northern Afghanistan has been attributed to Leitner's (1880; 1893) use of the term Dardistan.
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Acta Orient. Hung. 69, 2016 "Leitner's Dardistan, in its broadest sense, became the basis for the classification of the languages in the north-west of Indo-Aryan (IA) linguistic area (which includes the present day Afghanistan, northern Pakistan and Kashmir)" (Mock 1997 ).
Subsequent linguistic works, some of them based on extensive field work in the area, further substantiated Morgenstierne's viewpoint. Prominent among these works are Fussmann (1972) , Strand (1973) , Masica (1991) , Radloff (1992) , Bashir (2003) , Zoller (2005) , Schmidt and Kohistani (2008) and Liljegren (2008) .
According to Bashir (2003, p. 822 ) "the designation 'Dardic' neither implies ethnic unity among the speakers of these languages nor that they can all be traced to a single Stammbaum-model node". Earlier Strand (1973, p. 298) , following the footsteps of Morgenstierne, has gone one step further in suggesting that the term 'Dardic' should be abandoned from usage in favour of the more appropriate name Northwest Indo-Aryan languages.
However, a certain amount of uniformity among these languages seems to be sufficiently strong enough to prevent the scholars from not using the term Dardic, although it may be correct only in the geographical sense. "Dardic is a geographical cover term for those Northwest Indo-Aryan languages which because of their isolation in the mountains of Hindu Kush, Swat and Indus Kohistan, the Karakorams and Western Himalayas have retained ancient and developed new characteristics different from the IA languages of the Indo-Gangetic Plain" (Bashir 2003, pp. 821-822) .
As far the uniformity among these languages is concerned, she notes that these "languages on the whole underwent fewer of the major MIA phonological and morphological developments than plains IA" (Bashir 2003, pp. 821-822) .
Radloff refers to the languages "clustered in the mountainous areas of northern Pakistan and stretch into Kashmir on the east and Afghanistan on the west" as Dardic (Radloff 1999, p. 4) .
Zoller also makes use of the term Dardic and believes that these languages are "the modern successors of Middle Indo-Aryan (MIA), Gandhari and other unknown MIA languages" (Zoller 2005, p. 10) . He upholds that the Dardic languages developed from "Proto-Dardic" that branched off "at a post OIA stage from the rest of the Indic" (ibidem). Bailey (1924, pp. xiii-xiv) classified Shina into three main dialectal groups. These are: (1) Gilgiti; (2) Astori (Astori, Gurezi and Drasi); (3) Kohistani (Kohistani and Chilasi) .
Bailey considers Gilgit as the real home of the Shina language and reports that Shina country includes Gurez and Tiliel valleys of upper Kishenganga, Burzil valley, and the districts of Astor, Gilgit, Chilas and Kohistan. He further notes that the people of Gurez and Tiliel are bilingual and speak Kashmiri as well (ibidem). However, the field surveys, undertaken for the present study, revealed that only some of the inhabitants of Gurez are bilingual, while the rest of the people speak only Shina. Many people in Gurez proper do understand Kashmiri but their fluency in the language is limited. People of Tiliel are monolingual and speak only Shina. The author of the present study has tried to communicate with people of the area in Kashmiri, but it turned out that these people do not understand Kashmiri at all. Strand (2001) bases his classification of Shina around two main groups: Chilasi and Gilgiti. According to him, "the dialect around Chilas in the east-west portion of the Indus valley above Indus Kohistan is probably the source of the speech that spread upstream along the Indus basin to form the Eastern Shina dialects and downstream to form the kohistyo dialect of Indus Kohistan. Another dialect centers on Gilgit, with an outlying Tibetanised offshoot (Brokshat) in Ladakh". Bashir (2003, pp. 824-825) has proposed a detailed classification of the Dardic languages. According to her, the major groups have been arranged from West to East as follows: (I) Pashai; (II) Kunar; (III) Chitral; (IV) Kohistani; (V) Shina; (VI) Kashmiri.
As far as the Shina group is concerned, she divides it into four subgroups that include:
According to her, the present-day Dardic languages were spoken in a much wider area than they are currently used and differential changes have occurred in the six language groups.
The Area
The valley of Gurez lies at the extreme north of Indian Kashmir in the Bandipora District 2 . On its northern side the valley is demarcated from the areas falling under the control of Pakistan through concertinaed wires signifying the Line of Control (LOC). The river Kishenganga with its principal stream originating from the high altitude Gangbal lake, nestled in the Harmukh mountains, flows in east-west direction and runs through the middle of the valley. The river known by the name of Neelum in Pakistan serves as LOC towards the lower areas of Gurez. The valley is around 95 kilometres long and at a few places half a kilometre wide at the most. The rest of it is very narrow with sloping mountains on either side of the river giving it a characteristic V-shaped appearance. The villages are inhabited over flat pieces of land on either side of the river. The place becomes very scenic in summers, owing to the sparkling water of Kishenganga, the high mountains that are partly naked and partly green and the optimal temperature that ranges from twenty to thirty degrees centigrade. The valley has around forty-five small and big villages which are connected by a motor road run-9 1 Acta Orient. Hung. 69, 2016 ning along the river bank. From the last village of Tiliel, the onward road towards the Dras area of Kargil District of Ladakh Division of Jammu and Kashmir has been blocked by the Indian Army for public traffic.
Gurez is connected to the district headquarters of Bandipora through a treacherous road that passes over the 11,672 feet high Razdaan pass and enters the valley through its southwestern side. The total distance from Bandipora to Gurez is 80 kilometres and it takes around five hours to reach there by a light motor vehicle. The road remains open for around six months from April to September or October. For the rest of the year it remains closed due to heavy snowfall. On average, the valley receives around twelve to fifteen feet of snow in winters. Occasionally, the government arranges helicopter services for the people including government officials for moving out or into the valley during winters. Because the area falls along the LOC, Gurez is highly militarised.
Gurez has the status of a tehsil 3 and for administrative purposes the department of education has divided it into three sectors, the western sector of Bakhtor, the central Dawar and the eastern Tiliel. The road coming from district headquarters of Bandipora meets Bakhtor first, and then it passes through Dawar towards the eastern part of Tiliel. Dawar is the administrative centre of the valley.
The Present Study
The present study reports a part of the findings of a major research project entitled 'Description, Documentation and Preservation of Shina', sponsored by the University Grants Commission of India. The study is exclusively based on the data collected from the native speakers of Shina in Gurez valley. The database collected for the study is the outcome of seven field trips made to the valley between June 2011 and September 2012. The duration of each field trip was several days. The study engaged around thirty-three native speakers for consultation. The language consultants were carefully selected from villages falling in all the three sectors, the lower sector of Bakhtor, the central sector of Dawar and the upper sector of Tiliel.
The data have been primarily transcribed using SILDoulos IPA 93 font. To transcribe some of the retracted sounds, Unicode symbols have also been used.
Since no detailed study devoted to the variety of Shina spoken in Gurez has previously been undertaken, the present paper is the first attempt to describe this language. Previously, in 1899, Sir James Wilson provided a brief account of Gurezi Shina. The work identified a series of vowels and elucidated some of the elements of grammar. Grierson (1919) dedicated Part II of Volume VIII to Dardic languages which include Shina. His account of Shina is focused on the Gilgiti variety and in providing a short introduction of Gurezi Shina, Grierson relied on Wilson's work. Bailey's 'Grammar of the Shina Language' (1924) made short explanations on the phonology and other grammatical aspects of Kohistani, Gurezi and Drasi varieties, but the primary concern of the work was Shina spoken in Gilgit. The only detailed study on the phonology of a variety of Shina spoken in Indian Kashmir was written by B. B. Rajapurohit in 1983, under the patronage of the Central Institute of Indian Languages (CIIL), Mysore. The work developed and reported the phonological system of the Drasi variety of Shina. Since the language lacks a writing script, the author proposed a script for Shina, using Perso-Arabic as well as Devnagri alphabets. The first study dedicated exclusively to Gurezi Shina is that of Schmidt and Kaul (2010) , in which the authors presented a brief grammatical sketch of the language which also comprises a short description of phonology. Though the sounds of the language are mentioned, no examples are given from Gurezi Shina, either in the form of minimal pairs or the distribution of the sounds. However, with regard to nouns and verbs of Gurezi, due examples are enumerated.
Several studies on the varieties of Shina spoken in Pakistan have been pursued at the Institute of Pakistan Studies, Quad-i-Azam University, Islamabad, Pakistan and varieties like Gilgiti and Kohistani Shina have been well documented. Among these, the works of Radloff (1999) , and Schmidt and Kohistani (2008) are significant. Radloff's Aspects of the Sound System of Gilgiti Shina is a comprehensive study of the sounds of Gilgiti Shina, including a concise account of the pitch-accent of the language. A Grammar of the Shina Language of Indus Kohistan by Schmidt and Kohistani presents an extensive far-flung description of the grammatical aspects of Kohistani Shina. Both works are supported by data collected in fieldwork.
In the explanation of vowels, the present study has made use of labels like close-open and front-back, and in the description of consonants, conventional terms like manner of articulation, place of articulation, voiced-voiceless have been used. The vowel and consonant sounds have been explained by examples in the form of minimal pair of words as well as their distribution in words.
Vowels
The vowel system of Gurezi Shina is based on five basic vowels with length and nasalisation being distinctive. All the five short oral vowels have a longer counterpart and all the resulting ten vowels have nasalised counterparts. This puts the number of vowels in Gurezi at twenty. The database shows some very short vowels; however, these have been categorised as short vowels, since these were not found in sufficient contexts for the formation of minimal pairs. Schmidt and Kaul (2010, p. 196 ) put the number of basic vowels in Gurezi 4 at six. According to the authors, there is an extra vowel /ᴐ/ in Tilieli which is absent in Gurezi. No such vowel could be found in the database collected for the present study. Radloff (1999, pp. 16-19) reported the presence of five basic vowels in Gilgiti Shina with length and nasalisation being distinctive, making the number of vowels in Gilgiti at twenty. Schmidt and Kohistani (2008, pp. 15-18) report the presence of an extra low front vowel besides the above, which the authors believe is present in the loanwords in Kohistani Shina. According to Rajapurohit (1983, pp. 15-20) , Drasi Shina has only fourteen vowels with nasalisation being non-distinctive. He also posits the presence of seven diphthongs in Drasi. An overview of the vowel phonemes found in the database collected for Gurezi Shina is presented below: 
Short and long oral vowels

Vowel Phoneme-contrast
The use of minimal pair of words is a recognised technique in the description of the contrastive (phonemic) sounds of a language. Two different words of identical phonological structure except for a difference of single sound are referred to as minimal pair of words. For example, English /pin/ versus /bin/. However, the distinction in a minimal pair can be based on vowel length or vowel nasalisation or some other distinctive phonological feature. For example, vowel length in Gurezi Shina is distinctive, so short /a/ and long /aa/ are separate phonemes and so are oral /a/ and nasalised /ã/ in minimal pairs /bas/ 'stop' and /baas/ 'night', and /bai/ 'twelve' and /bãi/ 'cattle shed', respectively. There is a distinctive use of pitch-accent in Gurezi Shina, so the difference in a minimal pair of words can be based on the placement of pitch-accent, as in /akáai/ and /akaái/; the former meaning 'eleven' and the latter 'fast'. Radloff (1999, p. 19) has not been able to find an example of short nasalised /ẽ/ in Gilgiti Shina, however, the database for the present study has one such example with the short nasalised midfront short vowel; /bẽj/ meaning 'willow'. Radloff (1999, p. 121) proposed thirty-four consonant phonemes for Gilgiti Shina. She classified the consonants of Gilgiti Shina on the basis of manner and place of articulation and voiceless and voiced distinction. Schmidt and Kohistani (2008, pp. 16-23 ) mentioned some phonemes for Kohistani Shina, in addition to the thirty-four ones above. These additional sounds are mostly the aspirated ones, including /b h /, /d h /, /ɖ h /, /g h /, /m h /, /l h /. Besides, these authors also reported the presence of both voiced and voiceless velar fricatives /x/ and /χ/ and post-velar plosive /q/ in Kohistani Shina. Rajapurohit (1983, p. 21) reported thirty-six consonant phonemes for Drasi Shina. The author mentions the presence of velar fricatives /x/ and /χ/ in Drasi, but does not mention the voiceless retroflex fricative /ʂ/ and the labial glide /w/. Besides, the author also reports the presence of alveo-palatal fricative /ž/ in Drasi. For Gurezi Shina, Schmidt and Kaul (2010, p. 197) proposed thirty-four consonants for Gurezi and for Tilieli, and they posited two additional consonants, including the labio-dental fricative /f/ and the voiced retracted affricate /ᶚ/.
Short versus Long Vowels
Consonant Phonemes
For the elaboration of the consonant phonemes, the traditional labels of place of articulation and manner of articulation and the distinction of voice have been used here.
The analysis of the data collected for the present study reveal the presence of thirty-four consonant phonemes in Gurezi Shina. These include twelve plosives, seven affricates, six fricatives, four nasals, two glides, one lateral and two flaps. The unique feature of Gurezi phonology is the presence of many retroflex sounds. As many as nine retroflex sounds are present in Gurezi. This is quite in tune with the observation of Radloff (1999, pp. 23-31) .
The retroflex sounds include the following: / ʈ ʈ h ɖ ʈ ʃ ʈʃ h ʂ ʐ ɳ ɽ /. As far as their distribution in the words is concerned, all the above retroflex sounds can be found as word-initials, medials and finals, except for the sound /ɽ/ for which no example was found in initial position.
Plosives and Flaps
Plosives are sounds in which there is a momentary but complete stoppage of the air coming out of lungs which when released causes an audible explosion sound. Flaps are also plosives in that sense, but the time period during which the closure is made is of very small duration in flaps in contrast to plosives. In effect the only difference between a flap and a plosive is that the former is a plosive of very small time duration and as such they have been treated together. 
Voiceless versus Voiced
Distribution of Plosives and Flaps
The examples below present the distribution of the Gurezi Shina plosive and flap consonant phonemes in three basic positions in a word, i.e. in initial, intervocalic and final position. Figure 1 presents the pitch accent pattern of a minimal pair of words that are contrasted on the basis of pitch accent. In the figure read from left to right, the first pattern reflects the pitch accent in the word /p h aál/ that falls on the second mora of the long vowel. The next pattern is that of the word /p h áal/ in which the pitch falls from the first mora to the second mora making the former accented.
Initial
Gurezi
Glossary Gurezi Glossary /p h aál/ tip of ploughshare /p h áal/ to initiate a marriage proposal 
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